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1. Antecedents of Research and Description of the Topic  
My dissertation is the result of a more-year long research work. My interest in the Hispanic 
world goes back to my college years and was basically motivated by the language. With the 
definition of my topic Professor Ádám Anderle helped me a lot, who – as my supervisor – 
supported my work all the way.  
The post-independence economic history of Latin America is a series of unfulfilled 
promises. In the last 200 years the states of the region were unable to break out of the category 
„developing” – despite the explaining theories (structuralism, dependency schools) and 
alternatives of solution (import substituting industrialization, neoliberal economic policy). 
Latin America is still outside of the so called Triad (United States, Western Europe and Japan) 
dominating the world economy, and is struggling against political and economic 
marginalisation. After the debt crisis of the 1980s the countries of the region resorted again to 
extrovert attitude and world economy integration as a tool of development. For Latin America 
this makes a fundamental priority the quality of relations towards the poles and main actors of 
world economy – since these are potential export markets and investors. In the last centuries 
the Latin American countries – according to world political and economic realities – basically 
focused on the United States and Europe in their foreign relations. 
Around the millennium the centre of gravity of world economy development was shifted 
to the pacific region, in which the role of China is increasingly decisive. Today it is well-
known that China is the most dynamically developing economy in the world, it is a fact that the 
Asian giant is a potential economic great power.  Therefore she plays a determining role in the 
economic development and integration of East Asia, influences the indicators of world 
economy. Widespread literature deals with the position of China in Asia, her regional role, 
competition with Japan, relations with the US and Europe; opportunities and challenges in 
these relations. Nevertheless there is not much about the system of relations between China and 
Latin America that – parallel and in correlation with these – is also developing, becoming more 
complex and multidimensional. 
The dissertation analyses the relations between China and Latin America and their 
impacts on Latin America’s1 foreign relations. The Sino-Latin American economic and 
diplomatic relations date back more decades, but after the end of the cold war and the breakup 
of the bipolar world new opportunities appeared in these relations. After the millennium these 
                                               
1
 In the dissertation I use the term ‘Latin America’ for Mexico, Central America and the South American 
Subcontinent. I don’t analyse the Caribbean countries in depth, only indicate where (question of Taiwan, Sino-
Cuban relations) they have special significance.  
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opportunities were broadening even more, and in the last years they gained dynamism never 
experienced before. 
In my dissertation I am analysing how Latin America is getting into new international 
field through the Chinese connection and how its position in international relations is being 
realigned. The objective of the dissertation is to introduce how the presence of China affects 
the system of inter- and intraregional relations of Latin America and its relations with the 
traditional partner as the United States and Europe, how it renews the connection between Asia 
and Latin America and what opportunities and challenges China means for the region. I also 
analyse how the influence of China affects the different subregions and groups of countries, 
how it affects their ways of development. 
My hypotheses concerning the topic are as the following: 
I. Globally the presence of China in Latin America is not exceptional; it is the result of 
China’s dynamically increasing role in world trade and demand for raw materials in her 
economic modernization. 
II. The appearance of the People’s Republic in Latin America is a kind of catalyst: the 
outstanding raw material prices and the fast increasing raw material export of Latin America 
supports the region’s economic development; besides, the Chinese presence is an important 
factor in the political and economic diversification.  
III. Chinese relation opens the door for Latin America to establish deeper political 
economic relations with Asia, which could be a new actor for the region besides the United 
States and Europe.  
IV. China’s presence affects all the states of Latin America, but the quality and intensity 
of Chinese influence is uneven; relations of different types – competitive and complement – 
and depth are evolving between the two regions, along inner ruptures in Latin America. These 
are determined by the size of inner market, structure of exports and the geostrategic position of 
the given country.  
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2. Methodological Principles  
Since the dissertation belongs to the subject of international relations, in my analysis I alloyed 
the fields of international politics, international economics, international law and history to 
give a multidisciplinary approach. Among these international economics is the most emphatic. 
In the first part of the dissertation I apply historical methodology – with chronological order 
and cold war context. The analysis of international contracts and institutions give international 
law dimension, while at the description of structural changes in foreign affairs and 
interregional relations aspects of international politics are central. 
The temporal framework of the dissertation is 1949–2008, but it basically focuses on the 
post cold war period, especially on the years after the millennium (2000–2008), since in these 
years the Sino-Latin American economic and political relations got dynamism never 
experienced before and new quality. The objects of my research are the Latin American 
countries and the – not homogenous at all – subregions of these. 
The concept of the dissertation is to analyse the Sino-Latin American relations at three 
levels: regional, subregional and state, since we could get the most complex picture from the 
mix of these.  
The regional/subregional approach is important because in my opinion the future of 
international relations would be determined by regions and the relations between regions could 
have ordering function. Now for decades regionalism has been a fundamental research field in 
world economy, international politics, history and sociology, too.  
In spite of the exceptional broad literature on the topic there is no consensus on the 
definition of regionalism. It is not agreed whether a region must be a geographically close 
space or could be a collective of states not geographically close to each other but related to 
each other in terms of some other aspect (e. g. currency-region).2 The idea of regionalism 
means concentrated, saliently dense net of relations, cooperations, interactivity and 
interdependence along certain dimension(s). This dimension could mean political, economic, 
social or institutional cohesion or – in reality – any combination of these. This means that a 
given country might be part of more parallel or even overlapping regionalisms in function of 
its political, military, economic, cultural etc. relations with other countries. International 
relations mainly focus on political and economic regionalism, analysing regional institutions, 
their operation and affects.  
                                               
2
 In more details: Mansfield – Milner [1997]. 
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In the 1950-1960s the ground of the so called ’first wave of regionalism’ was the 
European integration but soon several developing nations tried to follow the example and 
established regional economic groups. In the developing world this wave of regionalism – 
especially among the structuralists – was the vehicle to set free these regions from the 
exploiting system of centrum-periphery. The literature describing the first generation regional 
groups – Ernst Haas, Karl Deutsch, Leon Lindberg, and David Mitrany – examined the causes 
and consequences and basically tried to apply the experiences of the European integrations for 
the other groupings. The first wave of regionalism brought disappointment for the 
participants; most of these blocks were failures.  
In spite of these in the nineties one of the most determining world economic phenomena 
was regionalism – strengthening and deepening parallel with fast moving globalization. In this 
period several new regional groupings were established, while more already existing blocks 
got new impetus.3 Consequently today there are few countries that are not member of any 
regional organization and several countries takes part in more organisations parallel. The 
groupings of the nineties show many new features compared to the integration groupings after 
the second world war, therefore this phenomena is called ’new regionalism’.4 It is also called 
’open regionalism’ referring to the extrovert attitude of these – in contrast with the often 
protectionist practice of the first generation.  
In light of this it is not surprising that since the millennium more and more sources deal 
with the third generation of regionalism, the so-called interregionalism that is the 
institutionalized system of relations among regions of the world. Interregional relations are 
the logical and chronological consequence of regional integration. It is about how the 
institutions of new, open regionalism build relations with each other. So at this wave of 
regionalism geographical proximity loses its importance. The reasons for institutionalization 
of interregional relations are the following: there is some kind of systematization of the more 
and more complex and interdependent world and this is a way in which regions are wishing to 
compensate the alliances of other regions. (Hänggi [2000])  
                                               
3
 As part of this wave of regionalism was established NAFTA, Mercosur, APEC and got new impetus the 
Andean Community, the Central American Common Market or ASEAN. The single market program of the EC 
made Western Europe’s political and economic integration more intens. (Breslin – Higgott [2000] p. 333.) 
4
 The term refers to to fact that regionalism of the past two decades has differing features compared to the wave 
of the 1950s. These new regional groupings are more flexible, have looser institutional structure, and are main 
‘supporters’ of free trade and against statal intervention in economics. (Hänggi – Roloff – Rüland [2006] p. 4.), 
their activity is more complex, have wider range of objectives than their ancestors. This multidimensionality 
means the fading away of boundaries between political, economical, cultural etc. dimensions. The main theorists 
dealing with the features of new regionalism: Björn Hettne, Heiner Hänggi, Frederik Söderbaum, Wilfred J. 
Ethier, Shaun Breslin, Paul Bowles, Diana Tussie; in Hungary András Inotai. 
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In the nineties the third wave of regionalism meant the relations among members of the 
so-called triad.  It is a post-millennium phenomenon that regional groupings of the developing 
world are parts of the system, they build their interregional relations with the members of the 
triad and with each other (also) with the intentions to avoid marginalisation. Non-triadic 
interregional relations – as we will see in the case of China and Latin America – are in their 
infancy, they could be evaluated as embryonic shots rather than concrete interregional 
relations. An important feature of interregional relations is asymmetry, since usually regions 
at different paces of development are in relation with each other. The literature calls the 
attention to the fact that interregionalism – similarly to globalization – works towards 
economic unevenness: it marginalizes the developing nations and lock in the centrum-
periphery hierarchy. (Song [2007] p. 81.) For the compensation of these tendencies non-
triadic interregional relations get special emphasis.  
The extreme proliferation of free trade agreements, the intensive spread of regional 
groupings, and the multiplication of connections between regional groupings are all signs of 
the tendency that in the future the relations between regional grouping – their competition and 
cooperation – would give more and more important projection of international relations. In 
the next decades states probably would operate in wider regional frameworks, so 
interregionalism could become an important forum of international relations.  
The literature on this phenomenon5 has only reached the surface of the process, since the 
contours are misty, and it is by far not a linear, even process. Researchers agree that 
interregionalism is a long term, uncertain, but irreversible process. End product could be 
multiregionalism that would mean a new, regionalized form of multilateral world order in 
which interregional relations dominate. Today agreements among regions are voluntary and 
cooperative, but in the future these could be institutionalized which would affect the structure 
of world order. (Hettne [2005] p. 558.)  
The dissertation consists of four coherent parts. The first two chapters draw up the 
political and economic dimensions of Sino-Latin American relations; touch upon the political 
system of relations between the two regions, take into account the common elements of their 
foreign policies and the seeds of the institutionalization of the relations. Besides these they 
analyse the main tendencies of economic relations between the two regions and the 
characteristics of bilateral trade and investments. The first chapter deals with the cold war 
                                               
5
 Researchers studying inter-regionalism are mainly representatives of new regionalism’s research, e. g. Hänggi, 
Hettne or Söderbaum. This is because of the relatively short time period between the second and third wave and 
the fact that many features of interregionalism are logical consequences of the characteristics of new 
regionalism.  
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period, while the second examines the last almost twenty years. In these chapters I applied 
linear analysis, dividing the periods into phases. The second chapter unequivocally indicates 
that China’s presence in Latin America shows different intensity and depth in the subregions. 
So in the examination of Latin America’s interregional relations I followed these – not at all 
homogeneous – groups of countries. Historically, in the interregional relations of Latin 
America the United States and Europe are important partners. These relations show similar – 
but not identical – inner ruptures. 
The third chapter – already applying the subregional approach – analyses the impacts of 
China’s appearance on the relations between the Latin American regions and the US, the EU 
and Asia, in comparative approach. In the XXth century, researchers often examined the Inter-
American system’s connection with further actors as triangles – as with Japan in the 1960-70s 
or with Europe from the 1980s on. This „triangle method” helps to feature the dynamics and 
characteristics of these trilateral relations.   
Similarily to this, I executed triangle analysis – always from the perspective of Latin 
America. The construction of the analysis relies on the idea of interregionalism. This method is 
useful because the international opportunities of Latin America are strongly controlled by the 
external environment, the relations with the traditional partners. Besides, the method pictures 
well the different quality of relations of certain countries/group of countries to the US, the EU, 
Asia – and of course, China. These mosaics emphasize how diverse and manifold these 
systems of relations are which arouses the methodological dilemma, whether a series of case 
studies could give the most detailed picture. But this method would morsel the results, and my 
research exactly shows the existence of the inner ruptures concerning the relations with China. 
To capture the main features of the triangles the description of the biregional relations 
(US–Latin America; EU–Latin America; Asia–Latin America) was necessary. For the sake of 
comparability I applied similar aspects. Besides mapping the political and economic relations 
the third aspect was the institutional element. This complex approach helps deeper 
understanding. The examination of bilateral and biregional relations traditionally focuses on 
political and especially economic characteristics, points out through these the main motivations 
and possible future scenarios of the relations. I found it important to examine the institutional 
dimension because I believe that the extremely extended network of regional and interregional 
relations gives new trend and forum of cooperation among states and regions. I refer to 
regional and interregional institutions, free trade associations, business councils, interregional 
institutions, free trade and investment agreement as institutional element ( i.e. all the 
institutions, regular forums and international contracts) that mirror and influence political and 
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economic relations simultaneously.6 In the last decades the institutionalization of political and 
economic relations is so overgrown that now it exists in itself, as an important feature of inter-
state or interregional relations.  
At the political dimension I applied qualitative tools, like similarity of foreign strategies, 
agreement in global questions, atmosphere and results of high-level political meeting. In the 
case of economic relations I made the analysis with quantitative tools, like trade (main 
products, volume, market share) and investments (sectors, volume, market share), revealing the 
tendencies of last decades. In the framework of institutional relations I examined regional, 
interregional and transregional organisations, the connection between certain states and 
regional groupings and bilateral agreements. This way the dissertation draws up the network of 
interregional relations of Latin America’s and its subregions’. My objective is to complement 
the existing literature mostly dealing with the triadic relations or the relations between the EU 
and some developing region. 
In the fourth chapter I analyse bilateral relations between China and Latin America – with 
the help of case studies. Interregonalism does not reject the primacy of nation states. This 
realist approach is reflected in this part of the dissertation, applying comparative case study 
method. I chose an example of each of those groups of Latin American countries that share 
similar characteristics in their relations to China.  Mexico was chosen as an example of 
competitive relations, Brazil as the greatest South American country with strategically 
important raw materials for China, and Bolivia as the poorest South American country which is 
also affected by the Chinese presence but she is only a ‘second-line’ partner for the Asian 
giant. 
The novelty of my work is that it shows China’s presence in Latin America projected on 
the regions’ interregional network of relations; besides, it gives rather a complex approach 
beyond political and economic dimensions with special emphasis on institutional relations, 
since the mapping of these is indispensable for placing China – and its opportunities and 
challenges – in the foreign relations of Latin America.  
                                               
6
 This does not mean that if two entities – state or region – build developed system of instituions, that it means 
automatically close political and economic relations, since the institutional history, culture of a certain 
country/region influences the development of institutional relations.   
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3. Main Findings 
A) Historically the relations between China and Latin America was determined by 
external factors (like international order, behaviour of great powers), but after the end of 
the cold war and through China’s economic rise these relations became „independent”. 
Although the Sino-Latin American relations dates back more hundreds of years in the Latin 
American colonial period, even in the first half of the XXth century, they were sporadic and 
without structure. After World War II the People’s Republic integrated into the Eastern bloc, 
while Latin American countries were part of US sphere of interest in the cold war.  Sino-Latin 
American economic relations did not show complementarities during these decades, 
consequently, these relations were almost non-existing. At the same time it has to be 
emphasized that trade relations historically show – even today relevant – „concentrated” 
picture, which means that these modest although increasing relations focused on stronger Latin 
American economies, like Mexico, Chile, Argentina or Brazil. 
 The results of the Chinese reforms as of 1978 meant the seed of biregional relations. 
Firstly, because Chinese industrial modernization and economic development helped 
complementarities with Latin American economies, the dynamically increasing Chinese raw 
material and energy demand, plus the need for new markets revalued the significance of the 
Latin American region. For China it is a fundamental objective to sustain current economic 
development and modernization and guarantee the necessary environment for that. Latin 
American countries seem to be perfect partners to promote this. Secondly, after the end of the 
cold war multipolarity and moderating Washington’s unilateral behaviour brought common 
ground for China and Latin America. While China is wishing to be a new pole in the 
multipolar world, for the Latin American countries the end of the cold war gave the promise of 
autonomous foreign policy. 
B) The Sino-Latin American relations are based on trade relations, the division of labour 
between them recalls the original integration of Latin America into the world economy, 
but raw material export – considering the current world economy tendencies – is an 
opportunity rather than a handicap for the region. The processes of the nineties matured by 
the millennium, when in the framework of economic complementarities and multipolar world 
order new, more structured, deeper relations were evolving. The core was bilateral trade but 
further dimensions, like investments, technological cooperation or the development of 
institutional relations were built on this. The jump in trade was motivated by China’s raw 
material demand, WTO membership and the reactions of Latin American countries. Today 
China is second or third most important trade partner of more Latin American countries – like 
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Brazil, Argentina, Chile or Mexico. It is striking how the export from Latin America to China 
is concentrated on a few products per country and its raw material or raw material based 
manufactured goods content is high (70-80%-os). 
This creates an interesting dilemma for Latin America. Most countries of the region introduced 
import substituting industrialization (ISI) supported by the state – and from the 1950s by the 
theorists of CEPAL – to eliminate or at least to loose dependence on world market raw 
material prices and escape worsening terms of trade. The failure of this strategy was evident by 
the 1960s but most of the Latin American military dictatorial regimes chose the deepening of 
ISI as a solution. After the debt crisis of the 1980s Latin American countries followed the 
premises of neoliberal economic policy which brought improving macroeconomic results. The 
millennium – and the appearance of China meant a new perspective of raw material sale – right 
now – at rising prices. That is the „bogy” of the past, from which the countries of the region 
tried to escape in the 1930-1940s.   
The significance and opportunity of the Chinese relation is that Latin American 
countries at last recognize the possibility of balance and get rid of the practice of extreme 
economic policy. The utilization of the extra income generated by the Chinese demand is 
crucial in the next decades of Latin American countries.  With the restruction of the melted 
middle class and emphasis on infrastructure and education Latin America could redefinition its 
place in the world economy. The extra profit from raw material export was an important factor 
in the past years – relatively – exceptional economic growth (4-5%). From this perspective 
China is a catalyst for the region. In today’s interdependent world economy it’s worth 
evaluating the Chinese demand as an opportunity – especially for South American countries, 
and not as a phenomenon that forces Latin America back to raw material export. Trade with 
China might be a supporting factor in overrunning the well-known Latin American illnesses as 
widespread poverty, narrow internal market, underdeveloped health and education system.   
C) Chinese presence is an opportunity for more developed South American countries; the 
key is in their hands to utilize the People’s Republic increasing role in world economy. 
For Mexico and Central America China is a challenge, to which a possible answer is the 
integration into the Asian production chain. Since Latin American countries are in general 
heterogeneous, the opportunities and challenges arising from China’s presence show different 
matrices for the subregions and countries of the region. The strengthening political and 
economic presence of China seems to deepen those inner ruptures that are typical of Latin 
America’s relations with farther external actors (US, EU), though not by exactly the same 
boundaries. Mexico and Central America are usually described as losers of the Chinese 
 13 
presence because of their similar export structures to China’s and the competition in the US 
market. But Mexico – exploiting its geographical proximity to the US, NAFTA-membership 
and maquila experiences – might effectively integrate into the Asian production chain aiming 
at the US market. Central American countries could get extra profit from the diplomatic 
competition among China and Taiwan, though in the long term it is not a solution for the 
competition with China – especially in the textile sector.    
Concerning the Chinese relation South America can be divided into two groups: The so 
called ABC countries (Argentina, Brazil and Chile) plus Peru are the main winners of China’s 
rise. These countries are the first line „targets” of Chinese raw material demand; therefore 
besides their imports the export side also shows increasing Chinese presence. Furthermore, 
their more decade long diplomatic relations with China and their geostrategic significance 
leads to serious diversification opportunity. So, the Chinese presence „raises” these countries 
offering them export diversification and extra export income. These countries originally had 
more diversified foreign trade relations, in the case of Chile, for example, it was a declared 
strategy to divide foreign trade equally among the US, the EU, Latin America and Asia. 
(Anderle [2008]) Probably the other above mentioned South American countries would follow 
this strategy, in which China – with other Asian partners – might be an important factor.  
The other countries of the subcontinent – Colombia, Bolivia, Ecuador, Venezuela, 
Uruguay and Paraguay – are also affected by China, but the quality and depth of this does not 
reach the others. These countries basically apprehend the Chinese presence in their imports, but 
they – at least today – can not offer any export product that is strategically important for China 
and huge amount of it can be transported. An exception is Venezuela, which is inbetween the 
two groups because of its oil reserves. Still I rate her to this group since China does not buy 
spectacular percent of its oil exports for the time being and there are serious limits to 
significant growth. This group seems to be the most heterogeneous. Colombia is an important 
ally of the US – proved by trade, investment and aid statistics – therefore she ought to have a 
careful China policy. The Ecuador–Bolivia–Venezuela „circle” has shown an ideologically 
supported opening towards China led by Venezuelan president Hugo Chávez in recent years. 
This is motivated by the hope that the Asian country would actively take part in the 
modernization of the nationalized energy sector. In the foreign affairs of Uruguay and 
Paraguay, Mercosur and its „big members” Brazil and Argentina have determining roles. So 
they are affected indirectly by the Chinese relations through these South American countries. 
Besides, Paraguay, the last South American country with diplomatic relations with Taiwan 
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seems to follow world economy realities and probably the whole subcontinent would follow 
the one-China principle in the following years.   
D) The appearance of China found the countries of Latin America in a slow transition 
period of foreign relations. The modest presence of the traditional partners and with old 
Asian partner as Japan and new potential ones as India China could mean a new pole, 
especially for South America. The role of Beijing in Latin America has important impacts on 
the region’s relations with its traditional partners and with Asia in general. The Chinese 
relation coincides with the slow erosion with Washington and with the worn-out enthusiasm 
for the EU’s role. Politically rare high-level meetings and more and more often conflicts over 
international issues prove this tendency, while decreasing or stagnating market share and the 
deceleration of investments – especially from the EU – are the economic signs. 
Concerning Asia it has to be emphasized that China’s appearance is the second 
„chance” for Asia, after Japan. After World War II the Latin American countries were 
important raw material providers for the Japanese economic modernization. By the eighties 
Japan’s interest seemed to fade away and has not been rebuilt since then. So the traditional 
division of labour was relevant in the case of Japan and Tokyo had deep relations with those 
Latin American countries that a most important for China now. An important difference that 
would probably influence seriously the future of Sino-Latin American relations is that in the 
1950-1960s Japan belonged to the US security umbrella while today China is rather an 
independent actor in world politics. Therefore the People’s Republic is a ’real’ new partner, not 
’only’ a fundamental ally of Washington. Besides – as a result of the size of her territory, 
population and economic potential – China’s raw material and food demand would probably 
last longer. So, on the one hand China’s current role could be built upon the Japanese 
experience and on the other hand it restructured the relations between Asia and Latin America. 
The Chinese presence seems to give impetus to other Asian countries (e. g. Japan) to 
strengthen their Latin American positions. Besides, world economy tendencies brought the 
appearance of such new actors as India – who focuses on relations with Mexico and Brazil. 
Consequently, in the following decades the Asian-Latin American relations might get new 
contents and perspectives; with a broader circle of Asian partners wider relations could be 
established. Today it is out of the question that Asia would be as important partner for Latin 
America as the US, although in the case of certain countries or groups in Latin America (as the 
Andean Community, Argentina, Costa Rica or Chile) Europe’s commercial share is similar or 
less than Asia’s. Due to the current trends it is possible that in the following decades Asia 
grows up to traditional partners – at least in trade.  Politically the China-led Asian presence in 
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Latin America might also open new perspectives. The Sino-Brazilian and the institutionalized 
India-Brazil-South Africa cooperation is already an exceptional axis of the South-South 
relations. Brazil’s and Mexico’s active participation in G5 and G20 forums could help Latin 
America to be a more and more important participant of world politics. 
Besides, it has to be emphasized that relations between Asia and Latin America are 
concentrated on several countries on both sides and the modest success of the Forum on East 
Asian – Latin American Cooperation operating since 2001 proves the narrow frames of the 
development of biregional relations. These boundaries – besides geographical situation and 
underdeveloped infrastructure (especially on Latin American side) – are the ’heavy’ position of 
traditional partners, especially the United States. For all the mentioned actors the harmonious 
relations with Washington are important priority. Altogether China’s Latin American role is 
controlled mostly by the US, while the Chinese presence influences strongly the Asian-Latin 
American relations. From this aspect the European-Latin American relations are the most 
’independent’ from China. 
The Latin American subregions’ foreign relations typical of the nineties are changing 
and this possible variation of structures is dominated by the Chinese relation. 
E) The People’s Republic strengthening political and economic presence in Latin 
America also affects the Latin American integration and current tendencies show that it 
would probably help South America’s inner and Mexico’s and Central America’s 
Northern integration. The dissolution of the term Latin America, the never existed unity’s 
break into two is not a new phenomenon. While NAFTA and CAFTA-DR supports Mexico’s 
and Central America’s cohesion with the United States; South America – especially since the 
failure of FTAA negotiations – is peeling off the US economy, Washington’s economic policy 
and foreign strategy. This process started in the nineties, so its reason is by far not China’s 
presence in Latin America but these relations support these tendencies.  
The future of the South American integration (UNASUR) led by Brazil is uncertain, 
although the first institutional frameworks have been established. The main topics of the 
integration are infrastructure and energetic cooperation. Though China has no direct effect on 
the integration, with its infrastructure developing investments and interests in the Latin 
American energy sector she supports the main dimensions of South American cooperation.  
Besides, the Chinese presence in Brazil, Argentina, Chile and Peru by advanced inner trade 
could influence South American integration. Old problems of Latin American cooperation are 
the narrow inner market and the competitive economies.  The above mentioned extra profit 
from trade with China could help the widening of middle class and the modernization of 
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manufacturing of the relevant countries. This could support South American division of labour 
between ’big’ and ’small’ countries.  
For South America the new presidents supporting cooperation, the disappointment with 
the neoliberal economic policy and the appearance of new partners as China (and India) could 
be important factors in that the following decades bring the fulfilment of the old dream: that 
the subcontinent could function as an independent international actor in world politics and 
world economy.   
F) Further research field. The dissertation draws up the quality of relations between China 
and the Latin American subregions. Further research is needed to ’shade’ this picture to map 
the further inner ruptures and their characteristics. Among these, Cuba gets special emphasis. 
Cuba’s example can hardly be fitted into the Latin American picture, because of its special 
international position, differing historical development, specific political and economic system. 
Besides, the exploration of the Sino-Cuban relations would be an extraordinary element of 
Sino-Latin American relations.  
The relations between India and Latin America could also be an interesting further 
research field, especially the mapping of the China–India–Brazil triangle. 
 
 17 
4. Main Sources 
 
Books, Articles: 
ALTEMANI, Henrique [2006]: China-Brasil: perspectivas de cooperación Sur-Sur. In: Nueva sociedad. Source: 
http://www.nuso.org/upload/articulos/3357_1.pdf Download date: 11 May 2008. 
AMADOR, Roberto González [2007]: El éxito económico de China cuestiona la estrategia seguida en México por 
20 años. In: La Jornada.  
Source: http://www.jornada.unam.mx/2007/11/1...ticle=029n1eco Download date: 15 April 2008. 
ANCOCHEA, Diego Sánchez [2006]: El impacto de China en América Latina: oportunidad o amenaza? Real 
Instituto Elcano. Source: http://www.realinstitutoelcano.org/analisis/1075.asp Download date: 13 November 
2007. 
ANDERLE, Ádám [1998]: Latin-Amerika története. Pannonica kiadó. 
ANDERLE, Ádám [2004]: Kuba története.  Accord kiadó. 
ANCELOVICI, Marcos – McCaffrey, Sara Jane [2007]: From NAFTA to China? Production Shifts and the Future 
of Regionalization. Source: www.allacademic.com Download date: 11 May 2008. 
BAJPAEE, Chietigj [2005]: Chinese energy strategy in Latin America. In: China Brief, 14. sz. 21 June. 
BASSA, Zoltán – BUZÁS, Sándor – LUDVIG, Zuzsa – MAJOROS, Pál – SZÉKELY-DOBY, András – SZIGETVÁRI, 
Tamás [2004]: Világgazdasági régiók. Perfekt, Budapest. 
BERRÍOS, Rubén [2001]: Japan’s Economic Presence in Latin America. In: Latin American Politics and Society. 
No. 2. pp. 147–162. 
BIJIAN, Zheng [2005]: China’s „Peaceful Rise” to Great-Power Status. In: Foreign Affairs, No. 5. pp. 18– 24.   
BLÁZQUEZ, Jorge – LIDOY, Javier Rodriguez – SANTISO, Javier [2004]: Angel or Devil? Chinese Trade Impact on 
Latin American Emerging Markets. Source: http://www.oecd.org/dataoecd Download date: 19 May 2006. 
BRESLIN, Shaun – HIGGOTT, Richard [2000]: Studying Regions: Learning from the Old, Constructing the New. 
In: New Political Economy. Volumen V. No. 3. sz. pp. 333–352. 
BULMER-THOMAS, Victor [1994]: The Economic History of Latin-America since Independence. Cambridge 
University Press. 
CARDOZO, Gustavo [2001]: Política exterior china en la Post Guerra Fría: Desafíos y realidades frente a 
América Latina y el Caribe (1990-2000). Centro Argentino de Estudios Internacionales, Working paper, No. 
1. Source: http://www.caei.com.ar/es/programas/asia/pechina.pdf Download date: 13 November 2007.  
CEFP [2005]: México-China: Relaciones desiguales, retos y oportunidades para México. Centro de Estudios de 
las Finanzas Públicas.  
Source: http://www.cefp.gob.mx/intr/edocumentos/pdf/cefp/cefp0572005.pdf Download date: 20 April 
2008. 
CEPAL [1998]: Foreign Direct Investment in Latin America and the Caribbean, Press conference,  10 December. 
Source: www.cepal.org Download date: 9 July 2006.  
CEPAL [2001]: Foreign Direct Investment in Latin America and the Caribbean, 2000 Report.  
Source: http://www.eclac.cl/publicaciones/xml/0/6540/lcg2125i_1.pdf Download date: 12 May 2006.  
CEPAL [2005]: Latin America and the Caribbean in the World Economy, 2004–2005. 
Source: http://www.eclac.org/publicaciones/xml/0/22470/PANI_Cap_V_Eng.pdf Download date: 19 May 
2007. 
CEPAL [2006a]: Preliminary Overview of the Economies of Latin America and the Caribbean, 2006.  
Source: http://www.eclac.org/publicaciones/xml/3/27543/lcg2327_i_chapterI_Introduction.pdf Download 
date: 19 May 2007.  
CEPAL [2006b]: Latin America and the Caribbean in the World Economy; 2005–2006.  
Source: http://www.cepal.org/publicaciones/xml/0/26620/PII-2006-web.pdf Download date: 19 May 2007. 
CEPAL [2006c]: Foreign Investment in Latin America and the Caribbean, 2006. 
Source: http://www.eclac.org/publicaciones/xml/4/28394/lcg2336i.pdf Download date: 19 May 2007. 
CEPAL [2007a]: La inversión extranjera an America Latina y el Caribe. 2006. Santiago de Chile. 
CEPAL [2007b]: Panorama de la Inserción Internacional de América Latina y el Caribe 2006. Tendencias 
2007. Santiago de Chile. 
CEPAL [2007c]: Oportunidades en la relación económica y comercial entre China y México. Grupo San Jorge, 
México. 
CESARIN, Sergio – Moneta, Carlos (eds.) [2005]: China y América Latina – Nuevos enfoques sobre cooperación y 
desarrollo. ¿Una segunda ruta de la seda? Proyecto BID-INTAL. 
CHANTASASAWAT, Busakorn [2004]: Foreign Direct Investment in East Asia and Latin America. Is there a 
People’s Republic of China Effect? LAEBA Working Paper, No. 28. 
CHENG, Joseph Y. S. [2006]: Latin America in China’s Contemporary Foreign Policy. In: Journal of 
Contemporary Asia, No. 4.  pp. 500–528. 
 18 
CORNELLY, Marisela – CORNEJO, Bustamante Romer [1992]: China-América Latina – Génesis y desarrollo de sus 
relaciones. Colegio de México, Centro de Estudios de Asia y Africa. 
CRAVINO, Javier – LEDERMAN, Daniel – OLARREAGA, Marcelo [2007]: Foreign Direct Investment in Latin 
America during the Emergence of China and India: Stylized Facts. World Bank Policy Research Working 
Paper, Source: www.econ.worldbank.org Download date: 10 December 2007.  
DE CASTRO, Antonio Barros [2008]: From semi-stagnation to growth in a sino-centric market. In: Brazilian 
Journal of Political Economy, No. 1. pp. 3–27. 
DE LOMBAERDE, Philippe (eds.) [2007]: Multilateralism, Regionalism and Bilateralism in Trade and Investment. 
Springer, Dordrecht. 
DOMÍNGUEZ, Jorge I. [2006]: China’s Relations with Latin America: Shared Gains, Assymetric Hopes. Inter-
American Dialogue, Working paper.  
Source: http://www.wcfia.harvard.edu/sites/default/files/1088__jid_chinarelations.pdf Download date: 19 
May 2007.  
DOSCH, Jörn [2005]: South East Asia and Latin America: A Case of Peripheral Interregionalism. In: Jörg Faust – 
Manfred Mols – Won-Ho Kim (eds.) [2005], pp. 183–197. 
DUMBAUGH, Kerry – SULLIVAN, Mark P. [2005]: China’s growing interest in Latin America. CRS Report for 
Congress. Source: http://fpc.state.gov Download date: 19 May 2007. 
DUSSEL PETERS, Enrique – DONG, Liu Xue [2004]: Oportunidades y Retos Económicos de China para México y 
Centroamérica. CEPAL, Santiago de Chile. 
DUSSEL PETERS, Enrique [2006]: What does China’s Integration to the World Market Mean for Latin America? 
The Mexican Case. Source: www.dusselpeters.com Letöltés ideje: 19 May 2007. 
EBEL, Robert E. [2005]: China’s Energy Future.The Middle Kingdom Seeks its Place in the Sun. CSIS Significant 
Issues Series,Washington D.C. 
ERIKSON, Daniel P. – CHEN, Janice [2007]: China, Taiwan and the Battle for Latin America. In: The Fletcher 
Forum of World Affairs. No. 2. pp. 69–82. 
ESCAP [2000]: Interregional Cooperation in Trade and Investment: Asia-Latin America. United Nations. 
Source: http://www.unescap.org/tid/publication/chap5_2069.pdf Letöltéa dátuma: 17 January 2008.  
FAUST, Jörg [2004]: Latin America, Chile and East Asia: Policy-Networks and Successful Diversification. In: 
Journal of Latin American Studies. No. 4. pp. 743–770. 
FAUST, Jörg – MOLS, Manfred [2005]: Latin America and East Asia: Defining the Research Agenda. In: FAUST – 
MOLS – KIM (eds.) [2005], pp. 1–15. 
FILHO, Severino Cabral Becerra [2005]: Brasil y China: relaciones de cooperación en el siglo XXI. In: Cesarin, 
Sergio – Moneta, Carlos (eds.) [2005], pp. 269–276. 
FINQUELIEVICH, Susana [2004]: Las TIC en la cooperaciós Sur – Sur: India y el Mercosur. Universidad de 
Buenos Aires. Source: www.littec.ungs.edu.ar Download date: 17 January 2008. 
FREEMAN, Duncan – JENKINS, Rhys – HOLSLAG, Jonathan [2007]: Chinese Resources and Energy Policy in 
Latin America. Report for the Development Committee of the European Parliament. Brüsszel, március 19. 
GARNER, William R. [1968]: The Sino-Soviet Ideological Struggle in Latin America. In: Journal of Inter-
American Studies, No. 2.  pp. 244–255. 
GSER [2004]: Regional Focus: A Realistic Look at Latin American and Chinese Trade Relations. Goldman Sachs 
Economic Research. Issue No. 04/23. 
GUDYNAS, Eduardo [2006]: El camino de la Integración Sudamericana. p. 2.  
Source: http://www.comunidadsudamericana.com/analisis/CumbreSudamericanaClaesCeades.pdf 
Download date: 17 January 2008. 
GUPTA, Surojit [2007]: India, Brazil seek to build strategic relationship. 2007. június 4. Source: 
http://www.reuters.com/article/latestCrisis/idUSSP307765 Download date: 17 March 2008. 
GUTIÉRREZ, Hernán [2001]: Chile y Japón: hacia una nueva asociación estratégica. In: Diplomacía. July-
September. pp. 117–130. 
HAKIM, Peter [2006]: Is Washington Losing Latin America? In: Foreign Affairs, No. 1. pp. 39–53. 
HALPERIN, Ernst [1967]: Peking and the Latin American Communists. In: The China Quarterly, No. 1. pp. 111–
125. 
HARRIS, Jerry [2005]: Emerging Third World Powers: China, India and Brazil. In: Race and Class. No. 3. pp. 7–
27. 
HAWKSLEY, Humphrey [2006]: Chinese influence in Brazil worried US. 3 April. Source: BBC News. 
HÄNGGI, Heiner [2000]: Interregionalism: empirical and theoretical perpectives. Paper presented for the workshop 
„Dollars, Democracy and Trade: External Influence on Economic Integration in the Americas”, Los 
Angeles. 
HÄNGGI, Heiner – ROLOFF, Ralf – RÜLAND, Jürgen (eds.) [2006]: Interregionalism: A new phenomenon is 
international relations. In: Hänggi – Roloff – Rüland (eds.) [2006], pp. 3–15. 
HÄNGGI, Heiner – ROLOFF, Ralf – RÜLAND, Jürgen (eds.) [2006]: Interregionalism and International Relations. 
Routledge, New York. 
 19 
HERRERO, Alicia Garcia – SANTABÁRBARA, Daniel [2004]: Does China Have an Impact on Foreign Direct 
Investment to Latin  America? LAEBA Working Paper, No. 31. 
HETTNE, Björn [2004]: Interregionalism and World Order. Paper presented to the Fifth Pan-European 
International Relations Conference. The Hague, 2004.  
HETTNE, Björn [2005]: Beyond the ’New’ regionalism. In: New Political Economy, Volume X. No. 4. pp. 543–
571. 
HOSONO, Akio – NISHIJIMA, Shoji [2003]: Prospects for Closer Economic Relations between Latin America and 
Asia. RIEB Discussion Paper Series, No. 121.  
Source: http://ideas.repec.org/p/kob/dpaper/121.html  Download date: 17 January 2008. 
IADB [2004]: The Emergence of China: Opportunities and Challenges for Latin America and the Caribbean. 
Source: http://ctrc.sice.oas.org/trc/Articles/IDB_China.pdf Download date: 17 January 2008. 
INOTAI, András [1994]: Az új regionalizmus a világgazdaságban. In: Külgazdaság, Volume XXXVIII. No. 1. pp. 
28–44. 
IPES [2002]: Beyond Borders – New Regionalism in Latin-America.  
Source: http://www.iadb.org/res/publications/pubfiles/pubB-2002E_732.pdf Download date: 17 January 
2005. 
JENKINS, Rhys – DUSSEL PETERS, Enrique [2006]: The Impact of China on Latin America and the Caribbean. 
Institute of Development Studies.  
Source: http://www.ids.ac.uk/ids/global/AsianDriverpdfs/DFIDAgendaPaperIII.pdf Download date: 17 
January 2008. 
JOHNSON, Cecil [1970]: Communist China and Latin America. 1959–1967. Columbia University Press. 
JORDÁN, Gyula [1999]: Kína története. Aula, Budapest, 1999. 
JORDÁN, Gyula – TÁLAS, Barna [2005]: Kína a modernizáció útján a XIX-XX. században. Napvilág kiadó, 
Budapest. 
JUBANY, Florencia – POON, Daniel [2006]: Recent Chinese Engagement in Latin America and the Caribbean: A 
Canadian Perspective. Research Report.  
Source: http://www.focal.ca/pdf/china_latam.pdf Download date: 7 January 2007. 
KENNY, Alejandro [2006]: China’s Presence in Latin America: A View on Security from the Southern Cone. In: 
Military Review, September-October. 
KIM, Won-Ho [2007]: The economic challenges and opportunities for East Asia–Latin America Cooperation. 
Review and Recommendations. Korea Institute for International Economic Policy. Source: www.kiep.go.kr 
Download date: March 19 2008. 
KOLLÁR, Zoltán [1996]: Dél Keresztje alatt. Latin-Amerika latinamerikanizálódása. Budapest. 
KURLANTZICK, Joshua [2008]: China’s Growing Influence on Southeast Asia. In: Roett, Riordan – Paz, 
Guadalupe (eds.) [2008], pp. 193–213. 
KWAK, Jae-Sung [1997]: Changing Relationship between Asia and Latin America. Redefining the Pacific Rim. 
Source: http://www.ajlas.org/v2006/paper/1998vol11no204.pdf  Download date: 17 January 2008. 
LEI, Liao [2006]: China, Latin America forge closer links for win-win end.  
Source: www.chinese-embassy.org.uk/eng/zt/Features/t274353.htm Download date: 13 Npovember 2007. 
LEÓN-MANRÍQUEZ, José Luis [2006]: China-América Latina: una relación económica diferenciada. In: Nueva 
Sociedad.  203. sz. Source: http://www.nuso.org/upload/articulos/3349_1.pdf Download date: 13 November 
2007.  
LI, He [1991]: Sino-Latin American Economic Relations. Praeger Publishers, New York.  
LIN, Justin Yifu [2004]: The People’s Republic of China’s Future Development and Economic Relations with Asia 
and Latin America, LAEBA Working Paper No. 21. 
Source: http://www.iadb.org/laeba/downloads/WP_21_2004.pdf Download date: 5 July 2006.  
LOSER, Claudio [2005]: China’s Rising Economic Presence in Latin America. Inter-American Dialogue.  Source: 
http://www.uscc.gov/hearings/2005hearings Download date: 17 January 2008. 
LOW, Linda [2006]: The Forum for East Asia – Latin America Cooperation (FEALAC). Embryonic 
interregionalism. In: Hänggi – Roloff – Rüland (eds.) [2006], pp. 85 – 97. 
MALIK, Mohan [2006]: China’s Growing Involvement in Latin America. június 12. Source: 
www.uyghuramerican.org Download date: 17 January 2008. 
MEDEIROS, Evan S.  – FRAVEL, M. Taylor [2003]: China’s New Diplomacy. In: Foreign Affairs, No. 6. pp. 22–35. 
MOLS, Manfred [2005]: Latin America and East Asia: Between Bilateralism and Interregionalism. In: FAUST – 
MOLS – KIM (eds.) [2005], pp. 197–213. 
MORA, Frank O. [1997]: The People’s Republic of China and Latin America: from Indifference to Engagement. 
In: Asian Affairs: An American Review, No. 1. pp. 35–52.  
MORA, Frank O. [1999]: Sino-Latin American Relations: Sources and Consequences, 1977–1997. In: Journal of 
Interamerican Studies and World Affairs. No. 2. pp. 91–117. 
MORENO, Luis Alberto [2005]: Enhancing the Partnership between Latin America, the Caribbean and Japan. 
www.iadb.org Download date: 19 March  2008. 
 20 
MORTON, Michelle [2007]: Latin America from the Asian perspective. 2007. november 16. http://www.as-
coa.org Letöltés ideje: 17 January 2008. 
MORTON, Michelle [2008]: Asia-Latin America Trade Update: APEC Peru Year. Source: http://www.americas-
society.org/article.php?id=894 Download date: 17 April 2008. 
OLIVA, Carla Verónica [2005a]: Inversiones en América Latina: la inserción regional de China. In: CESARIN – 
MONETA (eds.) [2005], pp. 203–235. 
ORTUTAY, L. Gyula [2006]: Bolivár kardja járja be Latin-Amerikát. In: Európai Tükör. No. 7–8. pp. 16–29. 
PALACIOS, Luisa [2008]: Latin America as China’s Energy Supplier. In: ROETT – PAZ (eds.) [2008]: pp. 170–
193.    
PAZ, Gonzalo [2006]: Rising China’s ’Offensive’ in Latin America and the US Reaction. In: Asian Perspective, 
No. 4. pp. 95–112. 
PAZ, Gonzalo – KOZLOFF, Nikolas [2007]: In South America, China and the US Battle it Out. február 10. Source: 
www.zmag.org. Download date: 17 January 2008. 
RAMIREZ, Luis [2006]: US Watching China’s Growing Influence in Latin America. április 19. Source: 
www.voanews.com. Download date: 17 January 2008. 
RATLIFF, William E. [1972]: Communist China and Latin America, 1949–1972. In: Asian Survey, No. 10. pp. 
217–234. 
RATLIFF, William E. [1969]: Chinese Communist Cultural Diplomacy toward Latin America, 1949–1960. In: The 
Hispanic American Historical Review, No. 1.  pp. 53–79. 
REISS, Stefanie [2000]: Discovery of the Terra Incognita: Five Decades of Chinese Foreign Policy towards Latin 
America. University of Mainz, Germany, Working Paper No. 2. 
Source: http://www.asiayargentina.com/pdf/218-discovery.pdf Download date: 17 January 2006. 
REISS, Stefanie [2001]: La década del dragón – La diplomacía de China Popular con respecto a América Latina 
desde 1989. Institute of Political Science, University of Mainz, Germany, Working Paper No. 3. 
Source: http://www.colombiainternacional.org/Doc%20PDF/AP-DecadaDragon.pdf Download date: 17 
January 2006. 
RIOS-MORALES, Ruth – BRENNAN, Louis [2006]: The Emergence of China as Source of FDI Flows to Latin 
America. Paper presented at the annual conference of the Academy of International Business (United 
Kingdom Chapter), Manchester, 7–8 April. 
ROETT, Riordan – PAZ, Guadalupe (eds.) [2008]: China’s Expansion into the Western Hemisphere. Implications 
for Latin America and the United States. Brookings Institution Press, Washington. 
ROSALES, Osvaldo – KUWAYAMA, Mikio [2007]: América Latina y China e India: hacia una nueva alianza de 
comercio e inversion. CEPAL, División de Comercio Internacional e Integración. 
ROUXEL, Mario Artaza [2001]: El foro de cooperación América Latina-Asia del Este. In: Diplomacía, July-
September. pp. 27–35. 
RÜLAND, Jürgen [2002]: Interregionalism in International Relations. Source: http://www.politik.uni-
freiburg.de/pdf/InterregSum.pdf Download date: 17 January 2006. 
SANTISO, Javier [2006]: Realismo Magico? China e India en América Latina y África. In: Economía Exterior, 
No. 38. pp. 59–69. 
SCHULZ, Michael – SÖDERBAUM, Frederik – ÖJENDAL, Joakim (eds.) [2001]: Regionalization in a Globalizing 
World. A Comparative Perspective on Forms, Actors and Processes. Zed Books, London. 
SHIXUE, Jiang [2001]: Sino-Latin American Relations: Retrospects and Prospects. Research Center on 
Development and International Relations (DIR). Working Paper No. 98. 
SHIXUE, Jiang [2006]: Una mirada china a las relaciones con América Latina. In: Nueva Sociedad. 203. sz. 
Source: http://www.nuso.org/upload/articulos/3351_2.pdf Download date: 17 January 2008. 
SKIRA, Meghan [2007]: China and Latin America: A Match Made in Heavan or Dependency Reloaded? 
University of Rhode Island. Source: http://digitalcommons.uri.edu/srhonorsprog/37/ Download date: 13 
November 2007.  
SMITH, Peter – HORISAKA, Kotaro – NISHIJIMA, Shoji (eds.) [2003]: East Asia and Latin America – The Unlikely 
Alliance. Rowman and Littlefield Publishers, Oxford. 
SONG, Weiqing [2007]: Regionalisation, inter-regional cooperation and global governance. Original Paper, 
Springer-Verlag. Source: http://econpapers.repec.org  Download date: 15 November 2007.  
STALLINGS, Barbara – SZÉKELY, Gabriel [1993]: Japón, los Estados Unidos y América Latina – Hacia una 
relación trilateral en el hemisfero occidental? MacMillan Press, Hampshire. 
STALLINGS, Barbara [2008]: The US-China-Latin America Triangle: Implications for the Future. In: ROETT – 
PAZ (eds.) [2008], pp. 239–261. 
SZILÁGYI, István [2006]: Portugália és Spanyolország – Történelem és politika a 20. században. Veszprém. 
TAMAMES, Ramón [2007]: El siglo de China – de Mao a promera potencia mundial. Planeta, Barcelona. 
TÁLAS, Barna [2006]: Kína – a 21. század hiperhatalma. In: Külügyi Szemle, No. 1–2. pp. 16–71. 
TOKATLIAN, Juan Gabriel [2007]: América Latina, China y Estados Unidos. Un triangulo promisorio. In: Revista 
CIDOB d’Afers Internacionals. No. 78. pp. 187–195. Source: www.cidob.org 
 21 
TORRES ZAPATA, Nelson [2001]: Las relaciones de América Latina con la cuenca del Pacífico.  
Source: http://www.afese.com/img/revistas/revista40/artNelsonTorres.pdf Download date: 17 January 2008. 
TRINH, Silja Voss – DYCK, Steffen [2006]: China’s commodity hunger – Implications for Africa and Latin 
America. Source: http://www.dbresearch.com Download date: 17 January 2007. 
VAN LANGENHOVE, Luk – COSTEA, Ana Cristina [2005]: Inter-regionalism and the Future of Multiregionalism. 
UNU-CRIS Occasional Papers, 2005/13. 
  Source: http://www.cris.unu.edu/admin/documents/20051021104058.O-2005-13.pdf Download date: 18 
May 2006.  
VILLAFAÑE, López [2005]: The Dragon in Aztec Lands.  Robarts Centre for Canadian Studies. 
Source: http://www.yorku.ca/robarts/projects/wto/seminars/can-mex/Lopez_Villafane.pdf Letöltés ideje: 20 
April 2008.  
VILLALOBOS, Angel [2007]: La relación comercial de México con China. In: CEPAL [2007c], pp. 113–125. 
YU, George T. [1977]: China and the Third World. In: Asian Survey, No. 11. pp. 1036 –1048. 
WILHELMY, Manfred – MANN, Stefanie [2005]: Multilateral Co-operation between Latin America and East Asia. 
In: FAUST – MOLS – KIM (eds.) [2005], pp. 29–45. 
WORDEN, Robert L. [1983]: China’s Balancing Act: Cancún, the Third World, Latin America. In: Asian Survey, 5. 
sz. pp. 619–636. 
 
Statements, Press Releases of Foreign Ministers, State Institutes, Embassies and 
International Organisations: 
Chile KM [2006]: Tratado de Libre Comercio China – Chile. 
Source: http://www.direcon.cl/documentos/China2/Documento_Explicativo_China_Final_Agosto2006.pdf 
Download date: 7 February 2008.  
IADB [1998]: Leaders from Japan, Latin America, urge closer ties. 8 July.  
Source: http://www.iadb.org/exr/PRENSA/1998/cp17398e.htm Download date: 17 January 2008. 
INDIA KM [2008]: ’Briefing by Secretary (West) Shri Nalin Surie on Rashtrapatiji’s forthcoming state visit to 
Brazil, Mexico and Chile’. Source: http://meaindia.nic.in/pressbriefing/2008/04/11pb01.htm Download date: 
20 May 2008. 
KNK [2006a]: China, Venezuela sign 8 deals during Chavez’s visit. augusztus 24. Source: 
http://www.gov.cn/misc/2006-08/24/content_369470.htm Download date: 10 October 2007.  
KNK [2006b]: China, Brazil pledge to boost strategic partnership. augusztus 31. Source: 
http://www.gov.cn/english/2006-08/31/content_374925.htm Download date: 20 January 2008.  
KNK [2007a]: Sino-Brazilian Trade Hits 12 bln in first half.  
Source: http://www.gov.cn/english/chinatoday/2007-09/09/content_743793.htm Download date: 10 
November 2007.  
KNK [2007b]: China, Peru launch FTA talks. 7 September. 
Source: http://www.gov.cn/english/2007-09/07/content_742541.htm Download date: 17 January 2008. 
KNK ARGENTÍN NAGYKÖVETSÉG [2004]: Conversación entre el Presidente Hu Jintao y Su Homólogo Brasileño 
Lula. november 13. Source: http://ar.china-embassy.org/esp/xwdt/t170377. htm Download date: 19 May 
2008. 
KNK BRIT NAGYKÖVETSÉG [2006]: China, Latin America forge closer links for win-win end. szeptember 29. 
Source: www.chinese-embassy.org.uk/eng/zt/Features/t274353.htm Download date: 25 January 2007.  
KNK KOLUMBIAI NAGYKÖVETSÉG [2006]: Presidente boliviano electo inicia su visita a China. 8 January.  
Source: http://co.china-embassy.org/esp/sghd/t230064.htm Download date: 17 January 2008. 
KNK ÚJ-ZÉLANDI NAGYKÖVETSÉG [2003]: President Jiang Zemin held talks with Fidel Castro. 27 February.  
Source: http://chinaembassy.org.nz/eng/wjb/zzjg/ldmzs/gjlb/3488/3490/t17373.htm Download date: 4 
September 2007. 
MEXIKÓ KM [2006]: Concluye la segunda reunión de la commission binacional México-China. 16 may.  
Source: http://www.sre.gob.mx/csocial/comunicados/2006/may/b_105.htm Download date: 17 January 
2008. 
MOFA [2007]: Joint Statement on the Entry into force of the Agreement between Japan and the Republic of 
Chile for a Strategic Economic Partnership. 3 September. 
Source: http://www.mofa.go.jp/region/latin/chile/joint0709-3.html Download date17 January 2008. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 22 
 
Data Basis, Statistics: 
CEPAL [2006d]: Statistical Yearbook for Latin America and the Caribbean. 
Source: http://www.eclac.org/publicaciones/xml/4/28074/LCG2332B_1.pdf  Download date: 2 May 2007. 
CEPAL SIGCI adatbázis. Sistema Interactivo Gráfico de Datos de Comercio Internacional. Source: 
www.eclac.org  
Comunidad Andina [2007]: El comercio exterior de bienes entre los países andinos y China. 1997–2006. 
Documento estadístico.  
Source: intranet.comunidadandina.org/Documentos/DEstadisticos/SGde182.doc Download date: 20 July 
2008.  
European Communities [2008]: External and Intra-European Union Trade. Statistical Yearbook – Data 1958-
2006. Eurostat Statistical Books. 
LAC Databook [2007] Source: http://qesdb.usaid.gov/lac/docdownload.html Download date: 10 November 
2007.  
The World Bank Group: Povcal Net Database.  
Source: http://iresearch.worldbank.org/PovcalNet/jsp/index.jsp Download date: 2 May 2007.  
The World Bank Group: World Development Indicators.  
Source: http://devdata.worldbank.org/wdi2005/Section1_1_1.htm Download date: 2 May 2007. 
 
 
 23 
5. The Author’s Own Publications in the Topic 
 
Excerpts: 
Az új regionalizmus Latin-Amerikában (New Regionalism in Latin America). In: Trautmann, 
László (eds.) [2006]: In memoriam Kollár Zoltán. Aula, Budapest. pp. 94–124. 
 
Latin-amerikai tendenciák és nemzetközi kockázataik (Latin American Tendencies and their 
Risks). In: Deák, Péter (eds.) [2007]: Biztonságpolitikai kézikönyv. Osiris, Budapest. pp. 
463–472. 
 
Mi lesz veled, Latin-Amerika? (What  Happens to you, Latin America?) In: Rada, Péter (eds.) 
[2007]: Új világrend – Nemzetközi kapcsolatok a hidegháború utáni világban. Grotius 
Library, Volume I. Budapest. pp. 157–171. 
 
Az Ibériai-félszigettel, Latin-Amerikával és az ENSZ-szel foglalkozó szócikkek (Entries 
dealing with the Iberian Peninsula, Latin America and the UN). In: Horváth Jenő (eds.) 
[2005]: Világpolitikai lexikon (1945-2005). Osiris, Budapest. 
 
 
Articles: 
Latin-Amerika és Kína kapcsolatrendszere az ezredforduló után (Sino-Latin American 
Relations since the Millennium). In: Kül-világ [2006] A nemzetközi kapcsolatok 
folyóirata. (On-line) Volume III, No. 3–4. 
 
A regionalizmus három generációja Latin-Amerikában (Three Generations of Regionalism in 
Latin America). In: Köz-gazdaság. [2007] Tudományos füzetek. Volume II, No. 3. pp. 
97–115. 
 
Amerika-közi kapcsolatok. Az elmúlt tíz év (Inter-American Relations. The Last Ten Years). 
In: Külügyi szemle. 2008. No. 4. (under publishing) 
 
 
